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have done this years ago when Ronald
Reagan was President.
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LINE-ITEM VETO WILL HELP CUT
WASTEFUL SPENDING

(Mrs. VUCANOVICH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. VUCANOVICH. Mr. Speaker,
today we will note on H.R. 2, the Line-
Item Veto Act. Having recently cast a
historic vote to pass the balanced
budget amendment, we are on our way
to sound fiscal management. But if we
are genuinely interested in bringing
the Federal budget under control, we
must look at additional means of re-
straining spending. H.R. 2 is an impor-
tant tool in this process.

H.R. 2 gives the President true line-
item veto authority, empowering him
to disallow specific items in spending
bills without having to veto the entire
legislation—which may contain worth-
while and necessary programs. Perhaps
more importantly, H.R. 2 places the
burden on Congress to act initially to
reject a President’s rescission message.

Too often, spending bills passed by
Congress contain items, especially
pork-barrel projects, that would not
stand up to the test of an individual
vote. If used in a conscientious man-
ner, the authority that H.R. 2 confers
on the President could indeed help ef-
fectively cut wasteful spending out of
the Federal budget.

I support H.R. 2 and urge my col-
leagues to likewise support this impor-
tant measure.
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RESTORE SANITY AND ACCOUNT-
ABILITY TO FEDERAL SPENDING

(Mr. HUTCHINSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, here
is a list of good reasons why the line-
item veto must be passed:

A $58 million bailout of George
Steinbrenner’s shipbuilding company;
$15 million for never-authorized court-
houses which were opposed by the Fed-
eral judges whom they were built for;
$11.5 million to upgrade a powerplant
for the soon-to-be-closed Philadelphia
Naval Shipyard; and $35 million to
eradicate screwworms in Mexico.

It is time to end the spending sprees
and get off the pork-barrel merry-go-
round. The American people are watch-
ing and they are demanding greater ac-
countability in the budget process. We
should pass the line-item veto with the
same bipartisan majorities that the un-
funded mandates and the balanced
budget amendment had.

Mr. Speaker, the line-item veto is a
no-brainer. We need it; the American
people want it. And we should act now
to restore sanity and accountability to
Federal spending.

AND THE BEAT GOES ON

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, that
sound you hear from the other side of
the aisle is the last drumbeat of the old
order. Our liberal friends continue to
march to the beat of Government man-
dates, Government spending, and Gov-
ernment taxing. That is why they are
so quick to endorse an increase in the
minimum wage, so quick to oppose the
balanced budget amendment, so des-
perate in their opposition to the line-
item veto.

But the American people are march-
ing to the beat of a different drummer.
They look to the future and to us for
new solutions, smaller Government and
fewer mandates.

The American people want the pri-
vate sector to be able to create jobs
that pay more than just the minimum
wage. They want a future free of non-
sensical, repetitive, and unproductive
regulations. And that is why the people
voted against liberal Democrats in
overwhelming numbers last November.

Mr. Speaker, the tired, old drumbeat
of bigger Government, bigger taxes,
and bigger spending goes on. Thank-
fully, the American people have
stopped listening. They have started
reading the ‘‘Contract With America,’’
soon to be No. 1 on the best seller list
and the No. 1 priority of this New Re-
publican Congress.
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RAISING THE MINIMUM WAGE
WILL HELP MAKE WORK PAY

(Mr. RICHARDSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I re-
ceived a letter last week from Harvey
Nehring, who lives in Farmington, NM.
Harvey cannot understand how any-
body could even think of opposing a
raise in the minimum wage.

Harvey stated that people who op-
pose an increase in the minimum wage
do not realize that it costs the working
poor $40 an hour to get their car re-
paired and $60 an hour to fix their
plumbing. The working poor have no
health insurance, no retirement bene-
fits. They receive no gifts from lobby-
ists, and do not receive frequent flyer
miles. In Harvey’s words, the working
poor are simply honest Americans who
work hard to keep this country going.

Mr. Speaker, raising the minimum
wage is a bipartisan issue. In 1989, the
vote on increasing the minimum wage
was 382 to 37 in the House. It was pro-
posed by then President Bush. Mr.
Speaker, we should all agree that in
order to get people off welfare, we need
to give them a salary that will help
their ends meet.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with Harvey.
Let us raise the minimum wage.

THE TAXPAYER WILL BE THE
WINNER WITH THE LINE-ITEM
VETO

(Mr. JONES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, last fall, we
asked the American people to vote for
us, the Republican Party, and in re-
turn, we would change the way Con-
gress does business. We promised a
three-part attack consisting of change,
reform, and fiscal accountability.

We pledged to adopt the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act, combining the bal-
anced budget amendment and the line-
item veto. Two weeks ago, we soundly
passed the balanced budget amend-
ment, and now it is our responsibility,
to pass the line-item veto.

The bill continues the fight we began
for the American people in January.
The veto requires Congress to justify
or eliminate all spending projects. Ul-
timately, it changes business as usual,
no longer will the President blindly
sign a bill with hidden pork projects.

It is the ultimate budget reform ini-
tiative. Let us continue the fight and
pass this much needed legislation. The
taxpayer will be the definite winner.
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INCREASING THE BUDGET DOES
NOT CUT SPENDING

(Mr. NEUMANN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NEUMANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to call attention to the spending
increases in the budget recently pro-
posed by President Clinton. Only in
Washington, DC, would we look at
spending increases from year to year
and talk about budget cuts.

Mr. Speaker, look at the numbers. In
fiscal year 1995, we will spend $1,539 bil-
lion. In fiscal year 1996, if we do as the
President has proposed, that number
goes to $1,612 billion. Mr. Speaker, that
is a spending increase of $73 billion,
and all I am hearing discussion about
is how we have cut spending. We have
not cut spending, we have increased
spending by $73 billion.

Carry this thing out to the year 2000.
In the fiscal year 2000, if we do as is
proposed today in the President’s budg-
et we will spend $1,905 billion. That is
an increase of $366 billion. We have not
cut spending, Mr. Speaker, we are in-
creasing spending. It is about time the
American people knew what was going
on here, so we can get down to the seri-
ous business of balancing this budget.

Mr. Speaker, we can do better. We
must do better. Our children deserve it.
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A PROMISE TO FORMER PRESI-
DENT REAGAN: THE HOUSE WILL
PASS THE LINE-ITEM VETO

(Mr. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
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